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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

n/a 

Claims discussed: 

9 and 10 

Prior art documents discussed: 

McKevley et al. (US 4173445) 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

M It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
examiner called Ms. Barnes in an effort to speed prosecution by proposing an examiner's amendment. The prior art 
document McKevley et ah, found by the examiner while she was searching the claims (amended in paper filed 24 
August 2004), would be eliminated as prior art if the subject matter of claim 1 0, specifically "preventing] expansion of 
volatiles", was incorporated into the independent claim 9. (McKevley et al. allows expansion of volatiles while the 
applicant's invention prevents such an event.) Ms. Barnes reviewed the document and gve permission for the subject 
matter of claim 10 to be incorporated into claim 9 by examiner's amendment. In order to place the application in 
condition for allowance, the examiner will make such an amendment, as well as correct the claim dependencies of 
claims 5 and 1 1 . Claim 1 1 will become dependent upon Claim 9, and Claim 5 will also become dependent upon Claim 



